
GOVERNMENT O F  THE DISTRICT O F  COLUMBIA 
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Appl ica t ion  No. 12631 of Antonio G e r r e i r o ,  Jr., pursuant  t o  
Paragraph 8207.11 of t h e  Zoning Regulat ions ,  f o r  a  va r i ance  
from t h e  r e a r  yard requirements  (Sub-section 3304.1) t o  permi t  
a  r e a r  a d d i t i o n  t o  a  rooming house i n  t h e  R-5-B E i s t r i c t  a t  t h e  
premises 1731 Eucl id  S t r e e t ,  N.  W . ,  (Square 2565, Lot 4 4 ) .  

HEARING DATE: A p r i l  19 ,  1978 
DECISION DATE: May 3, 1978 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  n o r t h e a s t  co rne r  
of  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of  Ontar io  Road and Eucl id  S t r e e t ,  N. W . ,  
and i s  known a s  1731 Eucl id  S t r e e t ,  N.  W.  I t  i s  i n  an R-5-B 
D i s t r i c t .  

2. The s i t e  i s  improved w i t h  a  b r i c k  b u i l d i n g  which i s  
t h r e e  s t o r i e s  a t  t h e  f r o n t  and two s t o r i e s  a t  t h e  r e a r .  I t  i s  
used a s  a  rooming house f o r  seven roomers, 

3. The a p p l i c a n t  proposes t o  t e a r  down a  b r i c k  w a l l  a t t a c h e d  
t o  t h e  r e a r  two s t c r i e s  and add an a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  r e a r  
two s t o r i e s .  A t  street l e v e l  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  would add a  garage ,  
on t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r  l e v e l ,  one apartment and on t h e  second f l o o r  
l e v e l ,  one bedroom. 

4 .  Sub-section 3304.1 of t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  r e q u i r e  a  
f i f t e e n  f o o t  r e a r  yard.  The a p p l i c a n t  proposes a  r e a r  yard of 9.58 
f e e t  r e q u i r i n g  a  va r i ance  o f  10.42 f e e t  ( s ix ty-n ine  p e r  c e n t . )  

5. The a p p l i c a n t  does n o t  i n t e n d  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  number 
of roomers through t h e  proposed a d d i t i o n .  

6. The a p p l i c a n t  has  r ece ived  many complaints  from h i s  
neighbors  about  t h e  messy cond i t i on  of  t h e  r e a r  b r i c k  w a l l  which 
s e r v e s  no purpose.  

7. I n  planning t o  t e a r  down t h e  r e a r  b r i c k  w a l l ,  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t  would l i k e  t o  improve t h e  p rope r ty  by t h e  proposed 
a d d i t i o n .  

8. There i s  no th ing  e x c e p t i o n a l ,  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  o r  unique 
about  t h i s  p rope r ty  t o  q u a l i f y  it f o r  a  va r i ance .  



9 .  The a p p l i c a n t  d id  n o t  demonstrate any p r a c t i c a l  
d i f f i c u l t y  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  proper ty .  

1 0 .  There was no oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n .  

11. ANC-1C f i l e d  no recommendation on t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n .  

CONCLUSIONS O F  LAW: 

The a p p l i c a n t  seeks  an a r e a  va r i ance  t h e  g r a n t i n g  o f  which 
r e q u i r e s  a showing of a  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  a r i s i n g  from t h e  
proper ty  i t s e l f .  The board concludes t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has  
f a i l e d  t o  m e e t  t h e  burden of proof i n  t h i s  regard .  In  a d d i t i o n ,  
t h e  board concludes t h a t  t h e r e  i s  nothing excep t iona l ,  ex t r ao rd ina ry  
o r  unique about  t h e  p rope r ty  t o  q u a l i f y  it f o r  a  var iance .  
Accordingly, it i s  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  DENIED.  

VOTE: 4-0 (Ch loe th i e l  Woodard Smith, Char les  R. Nor r i s ,  Leonard 
L. McCants and W i l l i a m  F. McIntosh t o  Deny t h e  
app l i ca t ion . ]  

ATTESTED : 
STEVEN E.  SHER 
Executive Di rec to r  

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: I JUW 1978 


